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FURTHER COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED REJECTION OF THE NEO¬ 
TYPE AND TYPE-LOCALITY OF TH A M NO PH IS SIRTALIS (LINNAEUS, 
1758) (REPTILIA) Z.N.(S.) 1600 

By Francis R. Cook {National Museum of Canada , Ottawa , Ontario) 

1. Since the publication of my submission (Cook, 1963, Bull. ZooL Nomencl. 
20 : 397-400) requesting that the portion of the amendment to Opinion 395 in which 
the type-locality and neotype for Coluber sirtalis Linnaeus 1758 were designated by a 
ruling of the Commission be invalidated on the grounds that the type-locality was 
chosen in error, several comments and alternate proposals have been received by the 
Commission. The purpose of the present submission is briefly to summarize and 
comment on these and to submit a revision of my original proposal. 

2. Before discussing these an inadvertant slip in wording of my original submission 
should be corrected. I stated {ibid. p. 399) that Holbrook was suggested as the new 
basis for interpreting sirtalis because his description was “ ... in the region where the 
Garter Snake was first recognized under the name sirtalis . . . This should have 
read “first figured Actually, Richard Harlan (1827, Genera of North American 
Reptilia and a Synopsis of the Species. J. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philad. 5 : 352) had published 
the first description of specimens of the Eastern Garter Snake under the name sirtalis . 
Harlan had recognized that he was making a departure from the Linnaean description 
as he remarks “ Hitherto not accurately described ”. This had been pointed out 
previously by Klauber (1948, Copeia 1948 : 1-14). 

3. Subsequent to my proposal Dr. Carl L. Hubbs, (Scripps Institution of Oceano¬ 
graphy, La Jolla, California) has submitted an alternate solution of the problem to the 
Commission (January 6, 1964; amended March 30, 1964). He has pointed out that 
favourable action on my proposal would (1) fix the name sirtalis on a specimen and 
on a species the original author did not see, (2) fix the type-locality as different from 
that which he published, (3) require a change in type-locality. He suggests that the 
better, and more logical solution would be to request the Commission: 

(1) to revoke Opinion 385 and replace it by a new Opinion simply providing that 

Coluber sirtalis Linnaeus (1758, Syst . Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 22) be suppressed, for 
purposes of the Law of Priority and the Law of Homonymy, along with all 
other subsequent adoptions of the name sirtalis based on Coluber sirtalis 
Linnaeus prior to the publication of Coluber sirtalis Harlan 1827 in Genera of 
North American Reptilia and a Synopsis of the Species. J. Acad. Nat. Sci. 
Philad. 5 : 352; 

(2) to place the species group-name sirtalis Harlan 1827, as published in the bino¬ 

men Coluber sirtalis Harlan on the official List of Specific Names in Zoology; 

(3) to remove the species-group name “ sirtalis , Coluber , Linnaeus 1758 ” from the 

Official List of Specific Names in Zoology (Name No. 676) and place this 
name in the Official List of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. 

4. Dr. Lawrence M. Klauber (233 West Juniper Street, San Diego, California) has 
prepared a list containing 13 uses of sirtalis between Linnaeus, 1758 and Harlan, 1827 
which would have to be suppressed under Hubbs’ proposal. In addition he cites four 
other names which were applied to the Eastern Garter Snake during this period: 
ordinatus (13 uses), ibibe (10 uses, mostly doubtfully binomial), taenia (1 use), bipunc- 
tatus (2 uses; probably synonym of ordinatus) (March 2, 1964). Both Dr. Klauber 
and the writer have taken the view that each citation of these names prior to Harlan, 

1827 should be individually suppressed if the Hubbs’ proposal is accepted. Dr. Hubbs 
has pointed out (March 30, 1964) that Klauber’s list would have to be followed by 
comment “ and all other usages of these names prior to 1827 ” in case any have been 
inadvertently overlooked. He has suggested that the plenary powers could be used 
instead to indicate that the name sirtalis Harlan, 1827 is not to be invalidated by any 
earlier applied name, through the workings of the Law of Priority. 

5. In letters to the Commission commenting on my original proposal, Dr. Hobart 
M. Smith and Dr. Ernst Mayr have taken the view that no action should be taken at 
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present as there is danger that any decision now might itself have to be revoked if 
another, more suitable, type-locality was discovered. Dr. Smith has taken the stand 
that the Commission, in fact, should vote to reaffirm its faith in Opinion 385 as it 
presently stands. 

6. Part of the objections advanced by Smith and Mayr stem from the incidental 
bi-product of a change in the current type-locality, the retention of the subspecific 
name pallidula for the Maritime Garter Snake. Its retention has, however, no bearing 
on the merits of correcting the erroneous type-locality for sirtalis. There also seems 
to be no justification for fears that the type-locality for sirtalis will eventually require 
additional rulings by the Commission. The 1961 Code states that “ If a type-locality 
was erroneously designated or restricted it shall be corrected Certainly, a type- 
locality chosen for the Eastern Garter Snake on the basis of the hypothetical origin of 
a specimen generally acknowledged to have been another species, and which could 
not have come from that locality, must be considered erroneous. There seems little 
rationale for advising the Commission to ignore its own recommendation, at least in 
this case. 

7. While Dr. Hubbs’ proposal has merit, a revision of my original proposal, using 
Harlan instead of Holbrook as the basis for interpretation of sirtalis Linnaeus, is the 
simplest procedure. Neither Hubbs nor Klauber feel that it is essential to use a 
figure for the basis of sirtalis which was the original reason for the choice of Holbrook. 
My proposal has the following advantages: (1) it would leave Opinion 385 essentially 
intact, rejecting only part of the amendment of the Opinion and substituting a new basis 
for interpretation of the name; (2) it requires no change in the Official List of Specific 
names in Zoology; (3) it requires no additions to the Official Index of Rejected and 
Invalid Specific Names in Zoology; (4) it requires no mass or blanket suppressions of 
previous names; (5) it requires no change in the authorship which has been cited many 
times previously, and thus lends to no confusion in this respect; (6) it accomplishes the 
same result as Hubbs’ proposal, i.e. Harlan, 1827 as the basis for interpreting sirtalis. 

8. If Harlan, 1827 is designated as the basis for interpreting sirtalis Linnaeus, then 
no additional ruling is required by the Commission on the type-locality problems as 
Harlan plainly states “ Inhabits Pennsylvania ”. If necessary, a future revisor of the 
species might wish to restrict this to “ the vicinity of Philadelphia ” as the most likely 
origin of Harlan’s specimens, but this may be left to his discretion, and requires no 
action by the Commission. Harlan also remarks “ Specimens in the Cab. of A.N.S. ”. 
Unfortunately these are probably no longer in existence (P.C.: Edmond V. Malnate, 
Department of Ichthyology and Herpetology, the Academy of Natural Sciences of 
Philadelphia, March 8, 1964). Selection of a neotype, if necessary, may also be left 
to the selection of a future revisor. 

9. The Commission is therefore requested: 

(1) to invalidate that part of the amendment to Opinion 385 designating a erron¬ 

eous type-locality (Quebec, Quebec County, Province of Quebec, Ccnada) 
and the neotype selected from that locality (Chicago Natural History Museum 
No. 73660) as the basis for interpretation of Coluber sirtalis Linnaeus, 175 
and 

(2) to replace the rejected part of the amendment with the ruling that the name 

Coluber sirtalis Linnaeus 1758 will be interpreted from the description and 
type-locality given for Coluber sirtalis by Richard Harlan in Genera of North 
American Reptilia and a Synopsis of the Species. J. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philad. 
5 : 352 (1827). 


